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Before:  ALARCÓN, HAWKINS, and THOMAS, Circuit Judges.

Gildardo Ramirez-Valerio appeals from the 46-month sentence imposed

after his guilty-plea conviction for illegal re-entry after deportation in violation of

8 U.S.C. § 1326.  We have jurisdiction pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1291.
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Ramirez-Valerio’s contentions regarding Almendarez-Torres v. United

States, 523 U.S. 224 (1998), are foreclosed by Ninth Circuit case law.  See United

States v. Weiland, 420 F.3d 1062, 1079 n.16 (9th Cir. 2005) (noting that the court

continues to be bound by the Supreme Court’s holding in Almendarez-Torres); see

also United States v. Velasquez-Reyes, 427 F.3d 1227, 1229 (9th Cir. 2005)

(rejecting contention that the government is required to plead prior convictions in

the indictment and prove them to a jury unless the defendant admits the prior

convictions); United States v. Ochoa-Gaytan, 265 F.3d 837, 845-46

(9th Cir. 2001) (holding that Apprendi v. New Jersey, 530 U.S. 466 (2000), carved

out an exception for prior convictions that specifically preserved the holding of

Almendarez-Torres); United States v. Castillo-Rivera, 244 F.3d 1020, 1025

(9th Cir. 2001) (rejecting contention that the temporal relationship of the removal

to the prior conviction is a fact beyond the scope of the prior-convictions

exception); United States v. Pacheco-Zepeda, 234 F.3d 411, 414-15

(9th Cir. 2000) (rejecting contention that Almendarez-Torres should be “strictly

limited” to its specific facts).  
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Finally, a review of the record convinces us that the district court imposed a

reasonable sentence.  See United States v. Plouffe, 445 F.3d 1126, 1131 (9th Cir.),

cert. denied, 126 S. Ct. 2314 (2006).

AFFIRMED.
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